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Art Unit: 3725 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

With regard to the following claims, it is unclear if Applicant is invoking 35 U.S. C. 112 
6 th , paragraph: 

•Claim 3, line 15; elm. 9, line 15; elm. 17, line 15; "means of said slide pins" 
•Claim 3, lines 36, 37, 41, 42; claim 9, lines 36, 37, 41, 42; & claim 17, lines 36, 37, 41, 
42; "means of each said guide block" 
Clarification is required. 

Claim 7, line 7, is objected to because of the following informality: 
"said first and said second table top portion " should be -said first and said second 
table top portions — 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Panzer (2,618,525). 
Panzer discloses a portable folding table (fig. 1) comprising a table top folding support leg 
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assembly (12); a table top storage area disposed within said support leg assembly (12) when said 
support leg assembly is folded (fig. 5); a first table top portion (19); and a second table top 
section (18) pivotally attached (20a; fig. 5) to said first table top portion (19), said first and said 
second table top portions each having an upper surface and a lower surface opposite said upper 
surface (figs. 1-3); and wherein each said table top portion is stored within said table top storage 
area when said support leg assembly (12) is folded together with said upper surface of each said 
table top portion (18, 19) in facing contact with one another (fig. 5). 

Additionally claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Birkeland 
(6,240,987). Birkeland discloses a portable folding table (figs. 1, 3) comprising: a table top 
folding support leg assembly (18, 20); a table top storage area disposed within said support leg 
assembly when said support leg assembly is folded (fig. 2-6); a first table top portion (12); and a 
second table top portion (54) pivotally attached (col. 5, lines 56-65) at said first table top portion 
(12), said first and said second table top portions (12, 54) each having an upper surface and a 
lower surface opposite said upper surface (fig. 1-6); and wherein each said table top portion is 
store within said table top storage area (figs. 3- 6) when said support leg assembly (18, 20) is 
folded, with each said table top portion folded together with said upper surface of each said table 
top portion in facing contact (fig. 1; ref character 108) with one another (col. 7, lines 38-44). 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Brazell (5,61 1,378). 
Brazell discloses a folding router table (fig. 1) comprising a first table top portion (14); a second 
table top portion (16), pivotally attached (figs. 1, 2) to said first table top portion (14), said first 
and said second table top portions each having an upper surface and a lower surface opposite 
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said upper surface (figs. 1, 2); a power tool position adjustment mechanism (22; col. 4, lines 36- 
64) affixed to and depending below (figs. 5, 6) said first table top portion (14), providing 
positional adjustment in mutually orthogonal first and second directions; and a router (18) 
affixed to said positional adjustment mechanism. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Birkeland 
(6,240,987) in view of Brazell (5,61 1,378). Birkeland discloses a power tool/router (100) 
mounted beneath a table portion (fig. 6) of the folding table. Birkeland does not disclose a 
power tool positional adjustment mechanism. Brazell teaches in a closely related art a table 
having first and second portions (14, 16) wherein the table portions are pivotally attached (24; 
fig. 1) and a power tool/router affixed beneath one of the table portions. Further Brazell teaches 
the use of a tool adjusting mechanism (22; col. 4, lines 36-64) coupled beneath one of the table 
portions. Because the references are from a closely related art and deal with a similar problem, 
(i.e. affixing a router beneath a table portion wherein a plurality of table portions are pivotally 
coupled) it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one having ordinary skill in 
the art to provide Birkeland' s table with a tool position adjustment mechanism so to adjust 
Birkeland 's router (100) relative to a table portion as taught by Brazell. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 1-6 are allowable over the prior art of record. 

Claims 9-13 and 15-20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior art of record does not disclose or fairly suggest a folding table comprising fixed rail 
pivotally affixed to said table top support end of each said bracket; and a slide rail slidingly 
secured to each said fixed rail in combination with the rest of the claimed limitations as set forth 
in claims 1, 13 and 15. 

Additionally, the prior art of record fails to disclose or fairly suggest a folding table 
having a power tool positional adjustment mechanism comprising a pair of fixed guides... 
including a guide channel formed therein... a moving guide track disposed in each said guide 
channel; a moving guide bracket affixed to and extending inwardly from each said moving guide 
track in combination with the rest of the claimed limitations as set forth in claims 9 and 17. 

The prior art reference, Panzer discloses a folding table wherein two table portions (18, 
19) are pivotally attached (20, 20 a ) along a longitudinal axis of the table portions (fig. 1). 
Panzer discloses that the table portions (18, 19) are pivoted such that the facing surfaces of each 
table portion (18, 19) are in facing contact (fig. 5). Further Panzer discloses leg assemblies (12) 
pivotally connected (15, 16) to each table portion (18, 19) such that when folded, the table 
portions (18, 19) rest in a storage area in the leg assemblies (12). Panzer is silent to any sliding 
rail, power tool mounting to the table portions and power tool positional adjustment mechanism. 
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Accordingly, Panzer neither anticipates nor renders obvious the claimed invention as set forth in 
claims 1, 9, 13, 15 and 17. 

The prior art reference, Birkeland discloses a folding router table (fig. 1) comprising a 
plurality of table portions (12, 54) pivotally attached wherein a router (100) is affixed beneath 
one of the table portions. Birkeland discloses the leg assembly of the router table to be a folding 
assembly (figs. 1-4, 8) for ease of transport. Additionally, Birkeland discloses that at least one of 
the table portions (54) is pivotable into a space; such that at least one table (54) and table (12) are 
arranged in facing contact (fig. 1; with reference to 108). Birkeland shows wheels (50) affixed 
to a pivotal end at which at least one table (54) and table (12) are coupled such that the other 
table (54) in combination with end rails (60, 62) can be used as a handle to transport the folded 
table. Further Birkeland discloses a router (100) affixed to a table portion (fig, 6) via a mounting 
plate (98), such that the mounting plate (98) serves as a tool attachment fixture. Birkeland 
however does not disclose any power tool positioning adjusting mechanism or slide rails. Thus 
Birkeland fails to anticipated or render obvious the claimed invention as set forth in claims 1, 9, 
13, 15 and 17. 

Brazell discloses a router table having vertical support legs wherein two table portions 
(14, 16) are pivotally attached (24) and a router (18) is affixed beneath table portion (14) via a 
mounting plate (figs. 6, 8). Brazell disclose an adjustment mechanism (22) for dusting the 
positioning of the router or power tool. Brazell teaches the positional adjusting mechanism to 
consist of a handle (96), shaft (100) and plate (102) for positioning the router (18) relative to the 
table (14). Brazell however fails to disclose folding leg assemblies with sliding rails or the 
positional adjusting mechanism comprising, guides having channels and a moving guide track 
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and moving guide bracket. Accordingly Brazell fails to disclose the claimed invention as set 
forth in claims 1, 9, 13, 15, 17. 

Neither the prior art of record nor any combination thereof discloses the claimed 
invention as set forth in claims 1, 9, 13, 15 and 17. Accordingly, claims 1-6 are deemed 
allowable over the prior art of record. Claims 9, 13, 15, 17 and their dependents contain 
allowable subject matter over the prior art of record. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shelley Self whose telephone number is (571) 272-4524. The 
examiner can normally be reached Mon-Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's Supervisor, Derris Banks can be reached 
at (571) 272-4419. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned are (571) 273-8300 for regular and After Final communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on accessing the Private 
PAIR system,, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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